1 Sue Feary's paper argues that Aboriginal interests in public lands through land recovery regimes ( e.g. native title, land rights) and cultural management, alongside structural economic change, such as land and labour shortage and emerging corporate responsibility values, when considered together, can enhance Indigenous participation in the forest industry.
In my response, I thought I would use this opportunity, although slightly unrelated, to reflect briefly on my own family attachment to the 'forest' and its industry. Beyond this reflection, my response will examine Sue Feary's emphasis on economic outcomes to examine how economic participation has in different ways been wedded to land recovery and self-determination in Indigenous public policy. Feary suggests an 'ideal situation would be to bring together the three spheres of the Indigenous domain -maintaining culture, connecting to country and economic independence in projects that involve working on country to achieve social and environmental benefits' (p. 2). This was succinctly expressed by one research participant as, 'a place to look after, a place to live and a place to derive economic benefit from'. I have had some interesting discussions with colleagues in my attempts to problematise the emphasis on economic development as the vehicle to address social and political
